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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The Art Unit location of your application in the USPTO has changed. To aid in 
correlating any papers for this application, all further correspondence regarding this application 
should be directed to Art Unit 2617. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1, 4, 8, 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

4. Claim 1 recites the hmitation "the mobile wireless" in line 11. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

5. Claim 4 recites the limitation "the terminal" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

6. Claim 8 recites the limitation "the terminal" in lines 5, 6, 1 1. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

7. Claim 8 recites the limitation "the mobile wireless" in line 9. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

8. Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "the terminal" in lines 2, 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the L&iited States. 

10. Claims 1, 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Sawyer et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,920,814). 

Regarding claims 1 and 8, Sawyer et al. teaches a method for protecting the identity of a 
mobile wireless terminal during attachment to a wireless network, conprising the steps of 
receiving in the network a request for access from a mobile wireless terminal previously 
registered with the network (this step is inherent); 

querying at least one serving node in the wireless network to recognize the mobile 
wireless network in accordance with a temporary identity contained in the access request 
(inherent), but if no serving node recognizes the mobile wireless terminal, then launching a query 
from the one serving node to a register in the wireless network storing identity information of 
previously registered mobile wireless terminals to identify the mobile wireless from its 
temporary identity; and sending an identification response from register to the at least one 
serving node to identify the mobile wireless terminal (see column 1, lines 49-61; column 2, lines 
9-14 and lines 20-23). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 2-3 and 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sawyer et al. in view of Rautila et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,853,851). 

Regarding claims 2-3 and 9-10, Sawyer et al. teaches the claimed invention except the 
step of updating the register each time the temporal identity of the mobile wireless terminal is 
allocated. However, the preceding limitation is taught in Rautila et al. (column 9, Hnes 3-6). It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to apply the teaching of Rautila et al. to the teaching of Sawyer et al. so that various forms 
of telecommunication can be integrated and controlled as one entity. 

13. Claims 4-5 and 1 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sawyer et al. in view of Rautila et al. and in further view of Quick, Jr. et al. (US 2003/01 12976 
Al). 

Regarding claims 4-5 and 1 1-12, the combination of Sawyer et al. and Rautila et al. 
teaches the claimed invention except that the one serving node discards a stored temporary 
identity for the terminal upon receipt of a detachment request and an acknowledgement from the 
terminal. However, the preceding limitation is taught in Quick, Jr. et al. (paragraph [0031]). It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
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made to apply the teaching of Quick, Jr. et al. to the teaching of Sawyer et al. and Rautila et al. to 
free up memory in the HLRA^LR. 

14. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sawyer et al in 
view of Rautila et al. and in further view of Warsta (U.S. Patent No. 5,713,073). 

Regarding claim 6, the combination of Sawyer et al. in view of Rautila et al. teaches the 
claimed invention except the step of storing a new ten5)orary identity for the mobile wireless 
terminal following temporary identity reallocation when the wireless telephony network initiates 
detachment of the mobile wireless terminal. However, the preceding limitation is taught in 
Warsta (see column 7, lines 51-54). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to apply the teaching of Warsta to the teaching of 
Sawyer et al. and Rautila et al. to reduce the restriction of capacity caused by location updating 
traffic in visitor location registers. 

15. Claims 7 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sawyer 
et al. in view of Warsta (U.S. Patent No. 5,713,073). 

Regarding claims 7 and 14, Sawyer et al. teaches the claimed invention except the step of 
storing both new and old temporary identities for the mobile wireless terminal in the register 
following a temporary identity reallocation. However, the preceding limitation is taught in 
Warsta (see column 7, lines 51-54). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to apply the teaching of Warsta to the teaching of 
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Sawyer et al. to reduce the restriction of capacity caused by location updating traffic in visitor 
location registers. 

16. Claim 13 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sawyer et al. in 
view of Rautila et al. and in further view of Quick, Jr. et al. and Warsta (U.S. Patent No. 

5,713,073). 

Regarding claim 13, the combination of Sawyer et al., Rautila et al., and Quick, Jr. et al. 
teaches the claimed invention except the step of storing a new temporary identity for the mobile 
wireless terminal following temporary identity reallocation when the wireless telephony network 
initiates detachment of the mobile wireless terminal. However, the preceding limitation is taught 
in Warsta (see column 7, lines 51-54). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to apply the teaching of Warsta to the teaching of 
Sawyer et al., Rautila et al., and Quick, Jr. et al. to reduce the restriction of capacity caused by 
location updating traffic in visitor location registers. 



Conclusion 

17. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Huy D. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-7845, The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph H. Feild can be reached on 571-272-4090. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300: 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
appKcations is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Huy Nguyen 





